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The objective of this study was to verify whether or not a combination of academic goals
may be established in different profiles of high school students. Subsequently, the study
examined if statistically significant differences exist between the profiles obtained with
respect to learning strategies used by the students. The Achievement Goal Tendencies
Questionnaire (AGTQ) and the Learning and Studies Skills Inventory-High School Version
(LASSI-HS) were administered to a sample of 2,069 high school students aged 12–16
(M = 14.11; SD = 1.35) and which was formed by 1,073 girls and 996 boys. Four
academic goal profiles were identified using latent class analysis: a group of students
with a high academic goal (HAG) profile (668 students), a group of students with a low
academic goal (LAG) profile (502 students), a group of students with a predominance
of learning goals and achievement goals (LGAG) (489 students) and a final group of
students with a predominance of social reinforcement goals and achievement goals (410
students). The results revealed statistically significant differences between the profiles
obtained with respect to learning strategies because students from the combined LGAG
and HAG profiles used more learning strategies that those in the LAG and Achievement
Goals and Social Reinforcement (AGSR)groups. However, the relationship between
these motivational profiles and the obtainment of a higher academic performance has
not been proven and it should be the subject of study in future research. Consequently,
this study can be used to help in the development of strategies and intervention
programs to promote the use of multiple academic goals in high school students.
Keywords: academic goals, motivational profiles, learning strategies, latent class analysis, adolescence
INTRODUCTION
The motivation driving students to learn has been one of the most widely studied variables in the
fields of psychology and education. Within the motivational context, the academic goals pursued
by students have been considered a key factor to ensure satisfactory academic adjustment (Elliot,
2005). Thus, traditionally, empirical evidence has suggested that certain students seek to acquire
academic knowledge and improve their skills (learning goals), while other students only pursue the
achievement of positive assessments of their ability and attempt to avoid negative evaluations of
themselves (performance goals) (Elliot, 2005). Performance goals have been divided in turn into
social reinforcement and achievement goals. Therefore, the motivation to learn from students with
social reinforcement goals is primarily to obtain the approval of and avoid the rejection by parents
and teachers, whereas students with achievement goals pursue high academic qualifications and
progress in their studies. This has been the traditional conception of most of the scientific studies
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conduced with respect to students’ academic goals, thus, it
has been considered that students are exclusively classified
into one of the two mentioned categories (learning goals vs.
performance goals). However, in the last decade, it has been
considered that students may pursue different goals during
their learning process, with these goals not necessarily being
mutually exclusive (Linnenbrink, 2005; Daniels et al., 2008; Valle
et al., 2010; Wormington et al., 2012; Hofer and Fries, 2016;
Navas et al., 2016; Wormington and Linnenbrink-García, 2017;
Clarence, 2018; Ning, 2018; Rameli et al., 2018). Thus, the same
student can pursue different goals depending on the learning
activity proposed in the classroom or depending on the specific
subject. So, unattractive learning activities aside, reasons distinct
from an intrinsic interest in the task may motivate the student
(obtaining good academic grades, recognition of parents and
teachers or receiving rewards), which may be powerful incentives
to promote and maintain academic commitment. Dweck (2001)
mentions that the diverse school situations enable students to
simultaneously achieve different aims and to pursue multiple
goals at the same time.
In fact, more and more studies indicate a higher academic
performance by those students who present different
combinations of goals in specific school situations (Pintrich,
2000; Wentzel, 2000; Valle et al., 2003b, 2016; Daniels et al.,
2008; Berger, 2012). The theory of multiple academic goals also
provides a convincing explanation of the existing divergences
with respect to the advantages and disadvantages of adopting
certain types of goals as opposed to others.
So, Valle et al. (2003a) using the Achievement Goal Tendencies
Questionnaire (AGTQ; Hayamizu and Weiner, 1991) on a sample
of 609 university students, identified three profiles of different
goals. A group of students with a predominance of multiple goals,
a group of students with a predominance of achievement goals
and a third group of students with a predominance of learning
goals. Upon further investigation and also using a college
sample, Valle et al. (2010) identified six different motivational
goal profiles: (a) low profile widespread motivation; (b) profile
oriented toward avoiding presenting a bad image to others; (c)
learning-oriented; (d) learning-oriented and avoiding presenting
a bad image to others; (e) learning-oriented and achieving
better academic results than the others; and (f) general high
motivation profile. With a teenaged sample, Valle et al. (2009)
identified four groups: (a) learning-oriented and achievement
profile; (b) generalized profile with high motivation (high
scores on all goals evaluated); (c) prevalence of fear of failure;
and (d) generally low motivation (low scores on all goals
evaluated). Ning (2018) on a sample of Singapore primary
students identified six types of students with distinct patterns
of achievement goal motivation: high goal-oriented (strong
multiple goals), average goal-oriented (moderate multiple goals),
low goal-oriented (weak multiple goals), performance and
approach-oriented (high mastery- and performance-approach,
high performance-avoidance, low mastery-avoidance),
approach-oriented (high mastery- and performance-approach,
low mastery- and performance-avoidance), and mastery-oriented
(moderate mastery-approach and mastery-avoidance,
low performance-approach, and performance-avoidance).
Thus previous works consider (Valle et al., 2003a, 2009, 2010;
Linnenbrink, 2005; Daniels et al., 2008; Wormington et al., 2012;
Hofer and Fries, 2016; Navas et al., 2016; Wormington and
Linnenbrink-García, 2017; Clarence, 2018; Ning, 2018; Rameli
et al., 2018), providing data that reveal the existence of specific
motivational goal profiles, although depending on the assessment
tool used, the number and composition of the groups may vary.
Moreover, as mentioned above, most of these studies use sample
of university students.
The comparison of results with respect to the motivational
profiles found in the university samples and the samples of
adolescents is complex, because the evolutionary moment of the
student can influence their academic goals. Thus, for example,
social recognition is especially relevant in the adolescent stage,
being able to complicate the control of multiple academic goals.
The goals of social assessment, for their part, make the student
strive in their studies based on the obtainment of rewards, praises
directed to them and the evaluations they receive from others
(peers and family), which may displace other goals. However,
the characteristics of university education are different, due to
the future impact of academic performance, the student’s level of
maturity, etc.
As for the method used to classify goal profiles, it is important
to mention that until now previous studies have made use
of traditional techniques, such as the case of median split
or cluster analysis (Seifert, 1995; Turner et al., 1998; Shih,
2005; Wilson et al., 2016). However, a latent variable mixture
(latent class analysis, latent profile analysis mixed Rasch model,
among others) has been proposed as an appropriate person-
centered analysis since it allows for the comparison of models
with different number of classes, considering the measurement
mistake made during the classification process (Vermunt and
Magidson, 2002; Lubke and Muthén, 2005).
On the other hand, empirical evidence has shown that
students who pursue goals are closely related to the learning
strategies used (Wolters et al., 1996; Elliot et al., 1999; Radosevich
et al., 2004; Bråten and Olaussen, 2005; Liem et al., 2008;
Lüftenegger et al., 2016; De la Fuente et al., 2017). Actually,
deep learning strategies are usually found in individuals who
enhance their skills and appreciate both learning and intend to
learn (Valle et al., 2003a,b). However, the relationship between
goal performance and commitment to learning seems to be more
complex (Brophy, 2005). Although these goals are often related to
a low use of deep processing strategies (Pintrich and García, 1991;
Seifert, 1995), in some studies they have been associated with high
academic scores (Elliot, 1999; Harackiewicz et al., 2000; Midgley
et al., 2001; Shih, 2005) and the use of learning strategies (Wolters
et al., 1996; Wolters, 2004). As Brophy (2005) suggests, more
research is needed in order to clarify the role of goal performance
in learning and academic achievement. Although theoretically it
is assumed that the adoption of such targets leads to low level and
superficial learning, on a practical level, researchers often end up
recommending professionals in the education classes to promote
the two types of goals, since this combination tends to offer the
best results. Thus, when students proposed study, even in order
to get good grades or to avoid negative judgments about them,
the use of learning strategies is favored.
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Thus, although research has considered academic goals as
being mutually exclusive, learning goals are related to an increase
in the use of learning strategies, while performance goals are
related to a decline in the use of these same strategies. However,
when it is assumed that students can pursue multiple goals
depending on school situations, it has been noted that learners
with high levels of the different types of goals reveal a more
adaptive pattern. Not only do they use more learning strategies
leading to deep processing of information (Bouffard et al., 1995;
Piñeiro et al., 2001; Valle et al., 2003b; Daniels et al., 2008; Ahmad
and Bashir, 2009), but they also show higher levels of motivation,
self-concept, self-regulation strategies, academic self-attributions
and academic performance (Bouffard et al., 1995).
The aim of this study is to verify the possibility of obtaining
different motivational profiles depending on the weight of each
of the academic goals pursued by the students. Thus, taking into
consideration the results provided by the mentioned works, we
expect to find that the combinations of academics goals will
lead to different motivational profiles. Secondly, after finding and
defining the motivational profiles, we will attempt to determine
whether or not significant group differences exist with regard to
the learning strategies. Specifically, it is expected that students
with a high academic goal (HAG) profile will obtain significantly
higher scores on learning strategies than the remaining groups.
MATERIALS AND METHODS
Ethics Statement
All standards for research with human subjects were respected, in
accordance with the ethical principles of the Helsinki Declaration
and the Ethics Committee of the University of Alicante. The
protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee of the University
of Alicante. The parent or legal guardians of all participants gave
written informed consent in accordance with the Declaration of
Helsinki.
Participants
The cluster sampling method was used to recruit the sample
of participants. The primary sampling units were the provinces
of Alicante and Murcia and each of the provinces were divided
into five different regions (north, south, center, east and west).
The secondary units, which were the Compulsory Secondary
Education Centers, were randomly chosen from each of the
regions and between 1 and 3 centers were selected from each
region depending on the population density of the analyzed
region. Finally, the tertiary units were the classrooms, which
were obtained by random choosing one class per educational
level (between 1st and 4th grade of Compulsory Secondary
Education) from each of the selected centers. The total number
of participants recruited was 2,141 Spanish high school students
from 1st to 4th grade of Compulsory Secondary Education, of
whom 72 (3.4%) did not participate in the study due to mistakes
made during the fulfillment process or failing to present the legal
guardians’ consent to collaborate in the investigation. The final
sample included 2,069 students (1,073 girls and 996 boys; see
Table 1), whose age ranged between 12 and 16 years (M = 14.11;
TABLE 1 | Distribution of the sample by sex and educational level.
Sex Educational level Total
1st Grade
of CSE
2nd Grade
of CSE
3rd Grade
of CSE
4th Grade
of CSE
Boys 317 252 264 219 1052
15.40% 12.20% 12.80% 10.5% 50.90%
Girls 270 264 249 234 1017
13.1% 12.8% 12.00% 11.30% 49.10%
Total 587 516 513 453 2069
28.50% 24.90% 24.80% 21.80% 100.00%
CSE, Compulsory Secondary Education.
SD = 1.35). The ethnic composition of the sample was: 90.1%
Spaniards, 6.81% Latin American, 2.12% European, 0.62% Asian,
and 0.35% Arab. Using the χ2 test of homogeneity of the
frequency distribution, we verified the absence of statistically
significant differences among the groups of Sex× Age χ2 = 3.69,
p = 0.361).
Measures
Achievement Goal Tendencies Questionnaire (AGTQ; Hayamizu
and Weiner, 1991; adaptation of Inglés et al., 2011). The test
contains 20 items that are rated on a 5-point Likert scale (1:
never; 5: always) to obtain the analysis of three tendencies or goal
orientations (Learning, Achievement and Reinforcement Goals).
Firstly, Learning Goals consists of 8 items and refers to the
students’ attitude toward learning which is based on enhancing
their knowledge and improving their competences. Secondly,
Achievement Goals consists of 6 items and shows the students’
inclination to learn in order to obtain high marks and achieve
academic success. Finally, Social Reinforcement Goals, which is
made up of 6 items, reveals the students’ attitude toward learning
based on obtaining parent and teacher approval. The AGTQ is
one of the most widely used questionnaires for the measurement
of academic goals, demonstrating its adequate psychometric
properties (Inglés et al., 2011). In this study, the various subscales
of the questionnaire demonstrated their adequate reliability
with Cronbach’s alpha values equaling 0.86 for Learning Goals,
0.75 for Achievement Goals, and 0.89 for Social Reinforcement
Goals.
Learning and Studies Skills Inventory-High School Version
(LASSI-HS; Weinstein and Palmer, 2002). The LASSI-HS is a
self-report instrument designed to assess strategies and skills
developed by high school students in academic settings. It
consists of 76 items and 10 subscales: Attitude, Motivation, Time
Management, Anxiety, Concentration, Information Processing,
Selecting Main Ideas, Study Aids, Self-Testing and Test Strategies,
by which students assess their own way of studying. Each subscale
is related to one of the three components of strategic learning:
cognitive ability, willingness and self-regulation (Weinstein
and Palmer, 2002). However, this study has evaluated each
subscale separately, in accordance with the recommendations
of the original authors and not this three-factor model which
has been found psychometrically (Cano, 2006). Each subscale
contains 5–8 items, with each item responded to on a 5-point
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scale ranging from 1 (describes me a lot) to 5 (does not
describe me at all). The reliability of the instrument has been
confirmed by the original authors (Weinstein and Palmer,
2002) and by Spanish researchers (Núñez et al., 1998). In
this study, the internal consistency coefficients (Cronbach’s
alpha) were adequate for all of the subscales (0.78 for
Attitude, 0.76 for Motivation, 0.72 for Time Management,
0.71 for Anxiety, 0.82 for Concentration, 0.75 for Information
Processing Scale, 0.75 for Selecting Main Ideas, 0.72 for Study
Aids Scales, 0.77 for Self-Testing Scale, and 0.78 for Test
Strategies).
Besides, in Table 2, it can be observed in previous studies
and in the present study using both questionnaires: the age of
the samples in which it have been administered, the average
variances extracted, the Cronbach’s Alpha and the Omega
values.
Procedure
First, an interview was conducted with the school headmasters
in order to inform about the purpose of the research
and request their permission and collaboration. Subsequently,
the written consent of the parents was required for their
children to participate in the study. The questionnaires were
administered collectively in the classroom and the investigators
were present during the test administration in order to
resolve any doubts and to emphasize the anonymous nature
of the results obtained. An average of 10 min was used
for the application of the AGTQ and 25 min for the
LASSI-HS.
Statistical Analyses
The profiles of academic goals were defined based on the different
combinations of Learning Goals, Achievement Goals and Social
Reinforcement Goals. A Latent Class Analysis (LCA), which has
solved the problems of K-means clustering (Schreiber, 2017), was
used in order to determine the number of profiles proposed.
Subjects were first assigned to one class and then, they were
to try to create the number of classes that researchers have
considered. In order to choose the class that best represents
the data, the lowest Bayesian Information Criteria (BIC) and an
Entropy value closer to one were the fit indices used (Nyland
et al., 2007; Schreiber, 2017; Smeets et al., 2017). ANOVAs
were performed to analyze the significance of the differences
between groups in the dimensions of learning strategies. In
order to analyze the effect size of the eta-squared obtained (η2),
the following Cohen’s rule was used (Miles and Shevlin, 2001):
small (0.01 ≤ η2 ≤ 0.05), moderate (0.06 ≤ η2 ≤ 0.13) and
large (η2 ≥ 0.14) Subsequently, in the analyses in which the
differences were significant, post hoc tests were conducted to
identify the groups in which the differences were established.
The Scheffé method was chosen since it does not require
that sample sizes be identical. Similarly, the effect size d
(Cohen, 1988) was calculated to calculate the magnitude of
the observed differences. Its interpretation is simple: small
(0.20 ≤ d ≤ 0.49), moderate (0.50 ≤ d ≤ 0.79), and large
(d ≥ 0.80) effect size. The data were analyzed using SPSS
version 23.0.
RESULTS
Academic Goal Profiles
The LCA identified that the class consisting of four profiles with
different levels of academic goals (see Figure 1) was the one that
best suited the previously mentioned BIC and entropy criteria,
as seen in Table 3. The first profile, HAG, included 668 students
(32.28%) with high levels in all evaluated goals. The second
profile, Low Academic Goals (LAG), consisted of 502 participants
(24.26%) characterized by low levels in three goals academics.
The third profile, with a predominance of Learning Goals and
Achievement Goals (LGAG) classified 489 students (23.65%) and
a fourth profile, with a predominance of Achievement Goals
and Social Reinforcement (AGSR) consisted of 410 students
(19.81%).
Inter-group Differences in Learning
Strategies
Differences were found in learning strategies among the four
academic goal profiles (p < 0.001) (see Table 4). The post-hoc
contrasts show that students from the Learning Goals and
Achievement Goals profile (LGAG) obtained significantly higher
scores on the Attitude scale than students from the HAG,
LAG and AGSR profiles, with effect sizes ranging from small
to large (d = 0.32–0.80). Likewise, the students from the
HAG profile obtained significantly higher scores on Attitude
than the students from the LAG and AGSR profiles, with
low effect sizes (d = 0.42–0.46, respectively). No statistically
significant differences were obtained between the LAG and AGSR
profiles.
Group differences were also found for Motivation. Here,
post hoc contrasts reveal that students from the LGAG profile
obtained significantly higher scores on Motivation than students
from the HAG, the LAG, and the AGSR profiles. The effect
sizes ranged from small to large (d = 0.17–1.13). Likewise,
students from the HAG profiles obtained significantly higher
scores on Motivation than students from the LAG, and AGSR
profiles with effect sizes ranging from moderate to large
(d = 0.60–0.89, respectively). Differences were also found when
contrasting the LAG and AGSR profiles, with the AGSR profile
receiving significantly higher scores on Motivation than students
from the LAG profile. However, the effect sizes were small
(d = 0.30).
As for Time Management, here too, group differences were
found. Students from the LGAG profile obtained significantly
higher scores on Time Management than the LAG and AGSR
profile. However, the effect sizes of these differences were small
(d = 0.32–0.43, respectively). Also, students from the HAG profile
obtained significantly higher scores in Time Management than
students from the LAG and AGSR profiles with small effect sizes
(d = 0.23–0.35, respectively). The remaining comparisons were
not statistically significant.
Regarding anxiety, once again, group differences were found
for the Anxiety scale. Students from the HAG, AGSR and
LGAG profiles obtained significantly higher scores on Anxiety
than students from the LAG profiles, with moderate effect sizes
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TABLE 2 | Factorial analyses, average variances extracted, Cronbach’s alpha and omega values for previous studies and the present studies using the Achievement
Goal Tendencies Questionnaire and the Learning and Studies Skills Inventory-High School Version.
Authors Age Factorial
analyses
Average variances extracted Cronbach’s alpha Omega
AGTQ
Hayamizu and Weiner, 1991 +18 EFA Total = 52.4%, LG = 23%,
SRG = 14.9% and PG = 14.8%
0.89 (LG), 0.78 (SRG), and 0.71
(PG)
–
Núñez and González-Pienda,
1994
10–14 – – 0.93 (Total AGTQ), 0.85 (LG), 0.84
(SRG), and 0.88 (PG)
–
García et al., 1998 10–14 EFA Total = 56.8%. LG = 34.4%,
SRG = 16.3%, and PG = 10%
0.86 (LG), 0.86, (SRG), and 0.83
(PG)
–
Corral de Zurita and Leite,
2003
+18 EFA Total = 50.8% 0.81(Total AGTQ), 0.82 (LG), 0.85
(SRG), and 0.76 (PG)
–
Valle et al., 2003b +18 EFA – 0.82 (Total AGTQ), 0.87 (LG), 0.87
(SRG), and 0.87 (PG)
–
Escurra et al., 2005 +18 – – 0.94 (Total AGTQ), 0.85 (LG), 0.90
(SRG), and 0.86 (PG)
–
Inglés et al., 2009 12–16 CFA Correlated three-factor model
SRMR = 0.05; CFI = 0.90;
GFI = 0.93; AGFI = 0.91; and
RMSEA = 0.054
0.79 (LG), 0.74 (SRG), and 0.71
(PG).
–
Inglés et al., 2011 12–16 Factorial
invariance
Correlated three-factors model
adjusted by gender and age
samples
– –
Present study 12–16 – – 0.86 (LG), 0.75 (SRG), and 0.89
(PG)
0.85 (LG), 0.83 (SRG),
and 0.78 (PG)
LASSI-HS
Weinstein and Palmer, 2002 9th grade – – Attitude = 0.74, Motivation = 0.78,
Time Management = 0.77,
Anxiety = 0.82,
Concentration = 0.82, Information
Processing = 0.80, Selecting Main
Ideas = 0.71, Study Aids
Scale = 0.68 Self-testing = 0.74
and Test Strategies = 0.81
–
Olivarez and Tallent-Runnels,
1994
9th grade EFA
CFA
Total = 77%
Correlated three factor model
(GFI = 0.89; AGFI = 0.80;
RMSR = 0.09)
Range = 0.70–0.82 –
Núñez et al., 1998 10–14 EFA Eight factor model
Total = 42.5%
Total LASSI-HS:.83
Range = 0.59–0.88
Samuelstuen, 2003 15 CFA Correlated three factor model
(GFI = 0.94; AGFI = 0.89;
RMSR = 0.08)
Range = 0.70–0.83 –
Stevens and Tallent-Runnels,
2004
7th–9th grade CFA
Factorial
invariance
Correlated three factor model
(CFI = 0.93; SRMR = 0.07)
Factorial invariance was found
across gender but not across
ethnic groups
Range = 0.64–0.82 (total sample),
0.66–0.82 (boys sample),
0.71–0.82 (girls sample), 0.61–0.84
(Caucasian sample), and 0.70–0.83
(Hispanic sample).
–
García-Fernández et al., 2015 14–18 – – Range = 0.72–0.83 –
Delgado et al., 2018 12–16 – – Range = 0.68–0.82 –
Present study 12–16 – – Range = 0.71–0.82 Range = 0.75–0.86
–, authors do not provide this information; EFA, Exploratory Factorial Analysis; CFA, Confirmatory Factorial Analysis; AGTQ, Achievement goals tendencies questionnaire;
LG, Learning Goals; SRG, Social Reinforcement Goals; PG, Performance Goals; LASSI-HS, Learning and Studies Skills Inventory-High School Version.
(d = 0.40; d = 0.49; d = 0.54, respectively). No statistically
significant differences were found for the rest of the groups
analyzed.
The post hoc contrasts show that students from the LGAG
profile obtained significantly higher scores on Concentration
than students from the HAG, LAG, and AGSR, with effect
sizes ranging from low to moderate (d = 0.20–0.62). Moreover,
the HAG profile received a significantly higher mean score
than the LAG and AGSR profiles, however, the effect sizes
were small (d = 0.31–0.20, respectively). No statistically
significant differences were found between the LAG and
AGSR.
Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 5 October 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 1892
fpsyg-09-01892 October 4, 2018 Time: 15:23 # 6
Martínez-Monteagudo et al. Academic Goal Profiles and Learning Strategies
FIGURE 1 | Graphic representation of the Latent Class Analysis solution. Cluster 1 (High Academic Goals; HAG), Cluster 2 (Low Academic Goals; LAG), Cluster 3
(Learning Goals and Achievement Goals; LGAG) and Cluster 4 (Achievement Goals and Social Reinforcement Goals; AGSR).
TABLE 3 | Fit indices of the LCA values in bold revealing the best model fit.
Number of classes BIC Entropy
2 classes 15833.79 0.68
3 classes 14628.61 0.73
4 classes 14372.113 0.77
5 classes 15247.389 0.68
6 classes 15745.74 0.75
BIC, Bayesian Information Criteria.
Group differences were observed in the Information
Processing scale. Here, the LGAG and HAG profiles obtained
significantly higher scores on Information Processing than
students from the LAG and AGSR profiles, with effect sizes
ranging from moderate to large (d = 0.89–0.55). Likewise,
students from the AGSR profile obtained significantly higher
scores in Information Processing than students from the
LAG profile, with effect sizes small (d = 0.40). No statistically
significant differences were found between the LGAG and the
HAG profiles.
Similarly, group differences were obtained for Selecting Main
Ideas. The LGAG and HAG profiles obtained significantly higher
scores on Selecting Main Ideas than students from the LAG
and AGSR profiles, with moderate effect sizes (d = 0.51–0.70).
No statistically significant differences were found between the
earning Goals and Achievement Goals (LGAG) and HAG profiles
or between the LAG and AGSR profiles.
As for the Study Aids scale, the post hoc contrasts show that
students from the LGAG and HAG profiles obtained significantly
higher scores than students from the LAG and AGSR profiles,
with effect sizes ranging from small to large (d = 0.20–0.80).
Also, students from the AGSR profiles obtained significantly
higher scores on Study Aids than students from the LAG group,
with moderate effect sizes (d = 0.54). No statistically significant
differences were found between the LGAG and HAG profiles.
TABLE 4 | Means and standard deviations of the profiles and statistical significance.
HAG profile LAG profile LGAG profile AGSR profile F(3.2065) p η2
M SD M SD M SD M SD
Attitude 29.52 5.57 26.95 5.61 31.24 5.21 27.25 5.18 106.854 0.00 0.137∗∗∗
Motivation 30.86 5.49 26.09 5.08 31.76 5.00 27.63 5.17 16.764 0.00 0.024∗
Time Management 22.07 4.25 20.61 3.88 22.42 4.36 21.16 3.63 21.309 0.00 0.031∗
Anxiety 27.53 5.49 24.59 5.37 26.73 5.30 27.11 4.97 39.375 0.00 0.055∗∗
Concentration 27.44 6.10 24.95 5.71 28.65 6.13 25.31 5.32 81.453 0.00 0.108∗∗
Information Processing 27.31 5.02 22.76 5.09 27.26 5.00 24.66 4.55 55.192 0.00 0.076∗∗
Selecting Main Ideas 18.43 3.47 16.51 3.01 18.80 3.43 16.73 3.18 47.071 0.00 0.065∗∗
Study Aids Scale 24.52 5.18 20.50 4.57 23.98 5.18 22.99 4.68 81.166 0.00 0.108∗∗
Self-testing 27.02 4.93 22.39 4.67 26.75 4.87 24.58 4.41 37.888 0.00 0.053∗
Test Strategies 28.51 5.78 27.48 4.82 30.13 5.33 26.63 5.08 61.122 0.00 0.083∗∗
HAG, High academic goals; LAG, Low academic goals; LGAG, Learning and achievement goals; AGSR, Achievement goals and social reinforcement goals; ∗small effect
size; ∗∗moderate effect size; ∗∗∗ large effect size.
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Similar results are obtained with respect to the Self-testing
scale. The LGAG and the HAG profiles obtained significantly
higher scores on the Self-testing scale than students from the
LAG and AGSR profiles, with effect sizes ranging from small
to large (d = 0.47–0.91). Also, students from the AGSR profile
obtained significantly higher scores on Self-testing scale than
students from the LAG profile, with small effect sizes (d = 0.49).
No statistically significant differences were found between the
LGAG and HAG profiles for the Self-testing scale.
Lastly, group differences were obtained on Test Strategies.
The LGAG obtained significantly higher scores on Test Strategies
than students from the HAG, LAG, and AGSR profiles, with effect
sizes ranging from small to moderate (d = 0.29–0.67). Likewise,
students from the HAG profile obtained significantly higher
scores on Test Strategies than students from the AGSR profile,
with small effect sizes (d = 0.39). No statistically significant
differences were found between the HAG and LAG profiles or
between the LAG and AGSR profiles.
DISCUSSION
Interpretation and Discussion
The main goal of this work was to analyze the different
combinations of goals and to define the academic goal profiles
in a sample of Spanish high school students. Subsequently, the
study examined whether significant differences exist between
the obtained groups on the learning strategy dimensions. Thus
for LCA, we identified four different motivational profiles: A
profile with HAG, a second profile of LAG, a third profile with
predominance of LGAG, and lastly, a profile with predominance
of Achievement Goals and Social Reinforcement Goals (AGSR).
The results coincide with previous investigations that have found
groups of students with high scores on multiple goals, students
with low scores on the different goals and profiles of students
where one or several academic goals predominated (Linnenbrink,
2005; Daniels et al., 2008; Valle et al., 2010; Wormington et al.,
2012; Hofer and Fries, 2016; Navas et al., 2016; Wormington and
Linnenbrink-García, 2017; Clarence, 2018; Ning, 2018; Rameli
et al., 2018). The results reveal that the majority of students are
oriented toward multiple goals during their learning. That is,
students use distinct motivations to take on different learning
tasks.
Also, the results reveal statistically significant group
differences in learning strategies. Academic goals set students’
behavioral intentions and, consequently, the regulation of
students’ learning in a certain direction. Thus, generally
speaking, it was found that students from the combined LGAG
and HAG profiles used more learning strategies that those in
the LAG and AGSR groups. These findings are consistent with
studies that have reported that higher levels of motivation,
cognitive strategies, self-regulation strategies and performance
are seen in the group that combines high learning goals and high
performance goals (Bouffard et al., 1995; Harackiewicz et al.,
2000; Piñeiro et al., 2001; Valle et al., 2003b; Daniels et al., 2008;
Ahmad and Bashir, 2009). Thus, Pintrich (2000) confirmed that
learning-oriented students and those concerned about their
performance have the same school adaptive pattern as those
who are only learning-oriented. However, the author also states
that this path is no longer equally adaptive in the case of those
students only concerned about performance. Similarly, Daniels
et al. (2008) obtained similar data in university students. The
only students with maladaptive pattern were those called low
motivation, while students with multiple goals (learning and
performance oriented), mainly learning-oriented, and mainly
performance-targeted show good and equivalent performance
levels. Furthermore, it has also been found that the students
who combine academic (learning and performance goals) and
social goals use more learning strategies that the LAG and AGSR
groups. Different research has shown that maintained social goals
and successful peer relationships can help students to become
more involved in the teaching and learning process, using more
learning strategies and fulfilling better achievements (Wentzel,
2001; Mestre et al., 2006).
However, as shown in this study, LGAG use more specific
learning strategies (attitude, motivation, concentration and test
strategies) than students with HAG, with statistically significant
differences between the two. Consequently, it can be suggested
that not all benefits arise when students achieve multiple goals.
Properly managing a wide variety of goals is more complex and
may cause conflict and hinder the student’s task in certain cases
(Kaplan and Maehr, 2007). Therefore, in order to achieve positive
multiple goals, coordination is necessary so that attaining one
goal does not block the achievement of another (Pintrich and
Schunk, 2002).
On the other hand, it is noted that the LAG profile obtained
the lowest average in the use of learning strategies. As mentioned
in several investigations, this motivational pattern can adversely
affect the implementation of learning strategies and academic
performance (Ruthig et al., 2004; Valle et al., 2009).
Conclusion and Added Values
This research has revealed that different academic and social goals
are not independent, but have reciprocal effects. For example, in
that they maintain social goals and successful peer relationships,
they may encourage students to become more involved in the
teaching and learning process and achieve better achievements
(Wentzel, 2001; Mestre et al., 2006). Thus, when combined,
good academic results may be achieved and these results are an
indicator of capacity with their peers, aside from wanting to earn
social approval which may lead to a higher levels of anxiety,
a greater fear of failure and, consequently, poorer academic
results (Valle et al., 2009). In fact, in this study, the HAG
profile has higher anxiety levels than other groups, although
these differences were only significant with respect to the LAG
group. Thus, the search for mastery of a course as well as the
demonstration of capacity, in comparison to their peers, may be
associated with certain levels of anxiety (Suárez et al., 2005).
On the other hand, the results of this study confirm that
students, in general, are oriented toward multiple goals during
their learning process, being able to adapt successfully to different
school situations. On the other hand, it is confirmed that students
who use this motivational pattern, orienting themselves toward
different goals in the function of the situation, optimize their
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teaching–learning process, using more learning strategies, which
will affect their academic performance. This research highlights
the need to study academic goals that are not considered
mutually exclusive, obtaining a more objective and accurate
scenario of school reality. Likewise, the need to not consider
the learning goals as the most adequate for the student against
the performance goals, being the combination of all of them,
and the choice of one or the other depending on the school
situation, the profile that provides a more effective scenario
for student learning. However, although previous research has
already corroborated these results, especially with university
students, it is difficult to compare results, due to the use of
different evaluation criteria and different types of academic goals.
Limitations
This study has certain limitations that should be mentioned. First,
the sample used (Spanish high school students) does not allow
for the extrapolation of the results to other educational levels or
to other countries. In addition, the evaluation of both constructs:
academic goals and learning strategies, has been carried out using
self-report instruments, so it may be necessary to complement
this evaluation with other measurement instruments (interviews
or perception of parents and teachers). On the other hand,
the transverse nature of the design does not establish a causal
relationship between the different variables considered in the
study, so it may be of interest to carry out longitudinal studies
to strengthen the results obtained.
Additionally, future studies should check the relationship
between the different motivational profiles, the use of learning
strategies and the student’s subsequent academic performance.
The present research points out the relationship between
motivational profiles and the use of certain learning strategies,
and although it would be expected that students with a LGAG
profile and HAG (those who use more learning strategies) will
obtain a higher academic performance, this relationship has
not been proven and it should be the subject of study in
future research. In fact, Valle et al. (2009) found that the group
with high generalized motivation obtained an inferior academic
performance that the group with motivation toward learning and
achievement.
Theoretical Implications
Despite these limitations, this study provides a better view of
the school reality with respect to the academic goals of high
school students, corroborating how most students are oriented
toward multiple academic goals during their teaching-learning
process, which entails a greater use of learning strategies that will
undoubtedly affect their adequate academic adjustment.
Applications for Education Practice
Therefore, these results may be used for the development of
strategies and intervention programs to promote the use of
multiple academic goals in high school students. Thus, in order to
improve the involvement and study strategies of students, school
psychopedagogical intervention programs should detect students
with maladaptive motivational profiles (LAG and AGSR) and
include interventions aimed at developing their motivational
orientations toward performance and learning goals. The results
of this study also have an important practical implication for
the teachers. They should promote the involvement of students
toward learning and achievement together and reduce social
comparison and competitiveness during the teaching process.
AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
MM-M conceived of the study, participated in its design and
coordination, and drafted the manuscript. BD participated in the
drafting of the manuscript. RS performed a critical review of
the manuscript and assisted with interpretation of the findings.
CI assisted with the study conception and participated in the
statistical analyses. JG-F participated in the design of the study,
data interpretation, and assisted in drafting the manuscript. All
authors read and approved the final manuscript.
REFERENCES
Ahmad, I., and Bashir, A. (2009). Achievement goals theory: evidence from college
students in Pakistan. Pak. J. Psychol. Res. 24, 81–95.
Berger, J. (2012). Uncovering vocational students’ multiple goal profiles in
the learning of professional mathematics: differences in learning strategies,
motivational beliefs and cognitive abilities. Educ. Psychol. 32, 405–425.
doi: 10.1080/01443410.2012.674663
Bouffard, T., Boisvert, J., Vezeau, C., and Lauroche, C. (1995). The impact of goal
orientation on self-regulation and performance among college students. Br. J.
Educ. Psychol. 65, 317–329. doi: 10.1111/j.2044-8279.1995.tb01152.x
Bråten, I., and Olaussen, B. S. (2005). Profiling individual differences in student
motivation: a longitudinal cluster-analytic study in different academic contexts.
Contemp. Educ. Psychol. 30, 359–396. doi: 10.1016/j.cedpsych.2005.01.003
Brophy, J. (2005). Goal theorists should move on from performance goals. Educ.
Psychol. 40, 167–176. doi: 10.1207/s15326985ep4003-3
Cano, F. (2006). An in-depth analysis of the learning and study strategies inventory
(LASSI). Educ. Psychol. Meas. 66, 1023–1038. doi: 10.1177/0013164406288167
Clarence, C. H. (2018). High school students’ motivation to learn mathematics: the
role of multiple goals. Int. J. Sci. Math. Educ. 16, 357–375. doi: 10.1007/s10763-
016-9780-4
Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences. Hillsdale:
Erlbaum.
Corral de Zurita, N., and Leite, A. (2003). El estudiante universitario en perspectiva
cognitivo-motivacional [The university student in cognitive and motivational
perspective]. Rev. Nordeste 18, 53–71.
Daniels, L. M., Haynes, T. L., Stupnisky, R. H., Perry, R. P., Newall, N. E., and
Pekrun, R. (2008). Individual differences in achievement goals: a longitudinal
study of cognitive, emotional, and achievement outcomes. Contemp. Educ.
Psychol. 33, 584–608. doi: 10.1016/j.cedpsych.2007.08.002
De la Fuente, J., Fernández-Cabezas, M., Cambil, M., Vera, M. M., González-
Torres, M. C., and Artuch-Garde, R. (2017). Linear relationship between
resielience, learning approaches, and coping strategies to predict achievement
in undergraduate students. Front. Psychol. 8:1039. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2017.
01039
Delgado, B., Aparisi, D., García-Fernández, J. M., Torregrosa M. S., Estévez, E.,
Marzo, J. C., et al. (2018). Academic goals and learning strategies in secondary
education Spanish students with social anxiety. Estud. Psicol. 39, 1–10.
doi: 10.1080/02109395.2017.1407901
Dweck, C. S. (2001). “Motivación social: metas y procesos sociocognitivos.
Un comentario [Social motivation: sociocognitive goals and processes.
A comment],” in Motivacióny Adaptación Escolar [Motivation and School
Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 8 October 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 1892
fpsyg-09-01892 October 4, 2018 Time: 15:23 # 9
Martínez-Monteagudo et al. Academic Goal Profiles and Learning Strategies
Adaptation], eds J. Juvonen and K. R. Wentzel (México: Oxford University
Press), 217–234.
Elliot, A. J. (1999). Approach and avoidance motivation and achievement goals.
Educ. Psychol. 34, 169–189. doi: 10.1207/s15326985ep3403-3
Elliot, A. J. (2005). “A conceptual history of the achievement goal construct”,
in Handbook of Competence and Motivation, eds C. Dweck and A. J. Elliot
(New York, NY: Guilford), 52–72.
Elliot, A. J., McGregor, H. A., and Gable, S. (1999). Achievement goals, study
strategies, and exam performance: a mediational analysis. J. Educ. Psychol. 91,
549–563. doi: 10.1037/0022-0663.91.3.549
Escurra, L. M., Delgado, A., Guevara, G., Torres, M., Quezada, R., Morocho, J.,
et al. (2005). Relación entre el autoconcepto de las competencias, las metas
académicas y el rendimiento en alumnos universitarios de la ciudad de Lima
[Relationship between the self-concept of the competencies, academic goals and
performance in university students of the city of Lima. Rev. Invest. Psicol. 8,
87–106. doi: 10.15381/rinvp.v8i1.4235
García, M. S., Gonzalez Pienda, J. A., Nuñez, J. C., Gonzalez Pumariega, S.,
Alvarez, L., Roces, C, Gonzalez, R., et al. (1998). El cuestionario de metas
académicas (C.M.A.). Un instrumento para la evaluación de la orientación
motivacional de los alumnos de educación secundaria [The questionnaire of
academic goals (CMA). An instrument to assess the motivational orientation of
the Secondary Education students]. Aula Abierta 71, 175–199.
García-Fernández, J. M., Inglés, C. J., Suriá, R. Lagos, N., Gonzálvez, C., Aparisi, D.,
and Martínez-Monteagudo, M. C. (2015). Profiles of emotional intelligence and
learning strategies in a sample of Chilean students. Eur. J. Psychol. Educ. 30,
437–455. doi: 10.1007/s10212-015-0254-9
Harackiewicz, J. M., Barron, K. E., Tauer, J. M., Carter, S. M., and Elliot, A. J. (2000).
Short-term and long-term consequences of achievement goals: predicting
interest and performance over time. J. Educ. Psychol. 92, 316–330. doi: 10.1037/
0022-0663.92.2.316
Hayamizu, T., and Weiner, B. (1991). A test of Dweck’s model of achievement
goals as related to perceptions of ability. J. Exp. Educ. 59, 226–234. doi: 10.1080/
00220973.1991.10806562
Hofer, M. and Fries, S. (2016). “A multiple goals perspective on academic
motivation”, in Handbook of Motivation at School, eds K. R. Wentzel and B.
Miele (New York, NY: Routledge), 440–458.
Inglés, C. J., García-Fernández, J. M., Castejón, J. L., Valle, A., Delgado, B.,
and Marzo, J. C. (2009). Reliability and validity evidence of scores on the
achievement goal tendencies questionnaire in a sample of Spanish students of
compulsory secondary education. Psychol. Sch. 46, 1048–1060. doi: 10.1002/pits.
20443
Inglés, C. J., Marzo, J. C., Castejón, J. L., Núñez, J. C., Valle, A., and García-
Fernández, J. M. (2011). Factorial invariance and latent mean differences of
scores on the achievement goal tendencies questionnaire across gender and
age in a sample of Spanish students. Learn. Individ. Differ. 21, 138–143.
doi: 10.1016/j.lindif.2010.10.008
Kaplan, A., and Maehr, M. L. (2007). The contributions and prospects of goal
orientation theory. Educ. Psychol. Rev. 19, 141–184. doi: 10.1007/s10648-006-
9012-5
Liem, A. D., Lau, S., and Nie, Y. (2008). The role of self-efficacy, task value, and
achievement goals in predicting learning strategies, task disengagement, peer
relationship, and achievement outcome. Contemp. Educ. Psychol. 33, 486–512.
doi: 10.1016/j.cedpsych.2007.08.001
Linnenbrink, E. A. (2005). The dilemma of performance approach goals: the use of
multiple goal contexts to promote students’ motivation and learning. J. Educ.
Psychol. 97, 197–213. doi: 10.1037/0022-0663.97.2.197
Lubke, G. H., and Muthén, B. (2005). Investigating population heterogeneity
with factor mixture models. Psychol. Methods 10, 21–39. doi: 10.1037/1082-
989X.10.1.21
Lüftenegger, M., Klug, J., Harrer, K., Langer, M., Spliel, C., and Schober, B.
(2016). Students’ achievement goals, learning-related emotions and academic
achievement. Front. Psychol. 7:603. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2016.00603
Mestre, V., Samper, P., Tur, A. M., Cortés, M. T., and Nácher, M. J. (2006).
Conducta prosocial y procesos psicológicos implicados: un estudio longitudinal
en la adolescencia [Psychological processes implied by prosocial behavior: a
longitudinal study of adolescents]. Rev. Mex. Psicol. 23, 203–216.
Midgley, C., Kaplan, A., and Middleton, M. (2001). Performance-approach
goals: good for what, for whom, under what circumstances and at
what cost? J. Educ. Psychol. 93, 77–86. doi: 10.1037/0022-0663.93.
1.77
Miles, J., and Shevlin, M. (2001). Applying Regression and Correlation: A Guide for
Students and Researchers. London: Sage.
Navas, L. N., Llorca, J. A. S., Tello, F. P. H., and Mira, I. J. (2016). Multiple goals:
predictive analysis of academic achievement in Chilean students. Educ. XXI 19,
267–286. doi: 10.5944/educXX1.14225
Ning, H. K. (2018). Singapore primary studentst’ pursuit of multiple achievement
goals: a latent profile analysis. J. Early Adolesc. 38, 220–237. doi: 10.1177/
0272431616665214
Núñez, J. C., and González-Pienda, J. A. (1994). Determinantes Del Rendimiento
Académico [Determinants of the Academic Performance]. Oviedo: Servicio de
Publicaciones de la Universidad de Oviedo.
Núñez, J. C., González-Pienda, J. A., González-García, M. S., González-
Pumariega, S., and García, S. I. (1998). Estrategias de aprendizaje en estudiantes
de 10 a 14 años y su relación con los procesos de atribución causal,
el autoconcepto y las metas de estudio [Learning strategies in Students
aged from 10 to 14 and their relantionship with processes of control
attribution, self-esteem and study goals]. Estud. Psicol. 59, 65–85. doi: 10.1174/
02109399860400739
Nyland, K. L., Asparouhov, T., and Muthén, B. O. (2007). Deciding on the
number of classes in latent class analysis and growth mixture modelling: a
monte carlo simulation study. Struct. Equ. Model. 14, 535–569. doi: 10.1080/
10705510701575396
Olivarez, A., and Tallent-Runnels, M. K. (1994). Psychometric properties of the
learning and study strategies inventory—high school version. J. Exp. Educ. 62,
243–257. doi: 10.1080/00220973.1994.9943843
Piñeiro, I., Valle, A., Rodríguez, S., González-Cabanach, R., Suárez, J. M., and
Abalde, E. (2001). La adopción de múltiples metas y utilización de estrategias
cognitivas y autorreguladoras [The adoption of multiple goals and the use of
cognitive and self-regulation strategies]. Bordon Rev. Pedagogía 53, 129–139.
Pintrich, P. R. (2000). An achievement goal theory perspective on issues in
motivation terminology, theory, and research. Contemp. Educ. Psychol. 25,
92–104. doi: 10.1006/ceps.1999.1017
Pintrich, P. R., and García, T. (1991). “Student goal orientation and self-regulation
in the collage classroom”, in Advances in Motivation and Achievement: Goals
and Self-Regulatory Processes, Vol. 7, eds M. Maehr and P. R. Pintrich
(Greenwich, CT: TAI), 371–402.
Pintrich, P. R., and Schunk, D. L. (2002). Motivation in Education: Theory,
Research, and Applications, 2nd Edn. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall.
Radosevich, D. J., Vaidyanathan, V. T., Yeo, S., and Radosevich, D. M. (2004).
Relating goal orientation to self-regulating processes: a longitudinal field test.
Contemp. Educ. Psychol. 29, 207–229. doi: 10.1016/S0361-476X(03)00032-8
Rameli, M. R. M., Kosnin, A. M., Jiar, Y. K., and Ashari, Z. M. (2018). Cluster
analysis on Malaysian studentt’s achievement goals orientation in mathematics
from multiple goal perspective. Int. J. Eng. Tech. 7, 113–116. doi: 10.14419/ijet.
v7i2.10.10967
Ruthig, J. C., Perry, R. P., Hall, N. C., and Hladkyj, S. (2004). Optimism and
attributional retraining: longitudinal effects on academic achievement, test
anxiety, and voluntary course withdrawal in college students. J. Appl. Soc.
Psychol. 34, 709-730. doi: 10.1111/j.1559-1816.2004.tb02566.x
Samuelstuen, M. S. (2003). Psychometric properties and item-keying direction
effects for the learning and study strategies inventory-high school version
with norwegian students. Educ. Psychol. Meas. 63, 430–445. doi: 10.1177/
0013164402251042
Schreiber, J. B. (2017). Latent class analysis: an example for reporting results. Res.
Soc. Adm. Pharm. 13, 1196–1201. doi: 10.1016/j.sapharm.2016.11.011
Seifert, T. L. (1995). Characteristics of ego- and task-oriented students: a
comparison of two methodologies. Br. J. Educ. Psychol. 65, 125–138. doi: 10.
1111/j.2044-8279.1995.tb01136.x
Shih, S. S. (2005). Taiwanese sixth graders’ achievement goals and their motivation,
strategy use, and grades: an examination of the multiple goal perspective. Elem.
Sch. J. 106, 39–58. doi: 10.1086/496906
Smeets, K. C., Oostermeijer, S., Lappenschaar, M., Cohn, M., van der Meer,
J. M. M., Popma, A., et al. (2017). Are proactive and reactive aggression
meaningful distinctions in adolescents? A variable- and person-based
approach. J. Abnorm. Child Psychol. 45, 1–14. doi: 10.1007/s10802-016-
0149-5
Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 9 October 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 1892
fpsyg-09-01892 October 4, 2018 Time: 15:23 # 10
Martínez-Monteagudo et al. Academic Goal Profiles and Learning Strategies
Stevens, T., and Tallent-Runnels, M. K. (2004). The learning and study strategies
inventory-high school version: issues of factorial invariance across gender and
ethnicity. Educ. Psychol. Meas. 64, 332–346. doi: 10.1177/0013164403258455
Suárez, J. M., Fernández-Suárez, A. P., and Anaya, D. (2005). Un modelo sobre
la determinación motivacional del aprendizaje autorregulado [A model on
the motivational determination of self-regulated learning]. Rev. Educ. 338,
295–306.
Turner, J. C., Thorpe, P. K., and Meyer, D. K. (1998). Students’ reports of
motivation and negative affect: a theoretical and empirical analysis. J. Educ.
Psychol. 90, 758–771. doi: 10.1037/0022-0663.90.4.758
Valle, A., Cabanach, R. G., Núñez, J. C., González-Pienda, J. A., Rodríguez, S.,
and Piñeiro, I. (2003a). Cognitive, motivational, and volitional dimensions of
learning: an empirical test of a hypothetical model. Res. High. Educ. 44, 557–580.
doi: 10.1023/A:1025443325499
Valle, A., Cabanach, R. G., Núñez, J. C., González-Pienda, J. A., Rodríguez, S., and
Piñeiro, I. (2003b). Multiple goals, motivation and academic learning. Br. J.
Educ. Psychol. 73, 71–87. doi: 10.1348/000709903762869923
Valle, A., Núñez, J. C., Cabanach, R. G., Rodríguez, S., González-Pienda, J. A.,
and Rosário, P. (2009). Perfiles motivacionales en estudiantes de secundaria:
análisis diferencial en estrategias cognitivas, estrategias de autorregulación
y rendimiento académico [Motivational profiles in students of secondary
education: differential analysis of cognitive strategies, self-regulated strategies
and academic performance]. Rev. Mex. Psicol. 26, 113–124.
Valle, A., Núñez, J. C., Rodríguez, S., Cabanach, R. G., González-Pienda, J. A.,
and Rosário, P. (2010). Perfiles motivaciones y diferencias en variables
afectivas, motivacionales y de logro [Motivational profiles and differences
in affective, motivational, and achievement variables]. Univ. Psychol. 9,
109–121.
Valle, A., Regueiro, B., Núñez, J. C., Rodríguez, S., Piñeiro, I., and Rosário, P.
(2016). Academic goals, student homework engagement, and academic
achievement in elementary school. Front. Psychol. 7:463. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.
2016.00463
Vermunt, J. K., and Magidson, J. (2002). “Latent class cluster analysis”,
in Applied Latent Class Analysis, eds J. A. Hagenaars and A. L.
McCutcheon (Cambridge, MA: Cambridge University Press), 89–106.
doi: 10.1017/CBO9780511499531.004
Weinstein, C. E., and Palmer, D. R. (2002). LASSI-HS user’s Manual for those
Administering the Learning and Study Strategies Inventory, 2nd Edn. Clearwater,
FL: H&H Publishing.
Wentzel, K. R. (2000). What is it that I’m trying to achieve? Classroom goals from
a content perspective. Contemp. Educ. Psychol. 25, 105–115. doi: 10.1006/ceps.
1999.1021
Wentzel, K. R. (2001). “Metas sociales y relaciones sociales como motivadores de
la adaptación a la escuela: un análisis motivacional [Social goals and social
relationships as motivators of school adaptation: a motivational analysis],”
in Motivacióny Adaptación Escolar [Motivation and School Adaptation],
eds J. Juvonen and K. R. Wentzel (México: Oxford University Press),
269–294.
Wilson, T. M., Zheng, C. J., Lemoine, K. A., Martin, C. P., and Tang, Y.
(2016). Achievement goals during middle childhood: individual differences in
motivation and social adjustment. J. Exp. Educ. 84, 723–743. doi: 10.1080/
00220973.2015.1094648
Wolters, C. (2004). Advancing achievement goal theory: using goal structures
and goals orientations to predict students’ motivation, cognition, and
achievement. J. Educ. Psychol. 96, 236–250. doi: 10.1037/0022-0663.96.
2.236
Wolters, C., Yu, S., and Pintrich, P. (1996). The relation between goal orientation
and studentst’ motivational beliefs and self-regulated learning. Learn. Individ.
Differ. 8, 211–238. doi: 10.1016/S1041-6080(96)90015-1
Wormington, S. V., Henderlong, J., and Anderson, K. G. (2012). A person-
centered investigation of academic motivation and its correlates in high
school. Learn. Individ. Differ. 22, 429–438. doi: 10.1016/j.lindif.2012.
03.004
Wormington, S. V., and Linnenbrink-García, L. (2017). A new look at multiple
goal pursuit: the promise of a person-centered approach. Educ. Psychol. Rev. 29,
407–445. doi: 10.1007/s10648-016-9358-2
Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.
Copyright © 2018 Martínez-Monteagudo, Delgado, Sanmartín, Inglés and García-
Fernández. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in
other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s)
are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance
with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted
which does not comply with these terms.
Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 10 October 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 1892
